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CORRESPONDENCE. 



Judge Harrison in Strother Case. — In view of the fact that there 
has been some controversy concerning the exact language used by 
Judge Harrison in his address to the jury just after the rendition of the 
Verdict in the Strother case, the "Law Register," before publishing 
the language attributed to him in the report of the case, ante, p. 977, 
submitted a copy thereof to Judge Harrison with the request that 
he state whether or not it was a correct quotation of the remarks 
made by him upon that occasion. In reply we are in receipt of the 
following letter, which we take pleasure in publishing: 

Dear Sir: 

I think the enclosure contains my exact words. 

So much misquotation and misconception of these remarks has 
been scattered widecast, I hope you will pardon me, if I direct your 
attention to these facts: 

1st. These remarks were made after the trial, when they could by 
no possibility affect the case. 

2d. Beginning with an early ruling in the case and persistingly 
carried throughout to the final instructions, I held that the so-called 
unwritten law could receive no judicial recognition. One instruction 
told the jury that, if the killing was willful, deliberate and premedi- 
tated it was murder in the first degree. Another, if it was done in 
uncontrollable passion on a reasonable provocation, it was man- 
slaughter. 

3d. The jury had the right to acquit under insanity plea. 

4th. The praise bestowed was upon the conduct of the jury. 

5th. I expressed my satisfaction with the verdict because it was 
in accordance with the dictates of the conscience of high men, and 
had the verdict been the other way the same remarks would have 
been equally applicable. 

6th. My reference to jury precedents was the statement of an un- 
denied (so far as I have yet seen) and (I believe) undeniable fact. 
It was not the enunciation of a principle of law, against the judicial 
recognition of which the whole conduct of the trial was a protest. 

Yours truly, 

T. W. HARRISON. 



Emotional Insanity. 

Editor, Virginia Law Register: 

My attention has recently been sharply called to the doctrine of 
emotional insanity by the Strother trial just ended in Culpeper. 

The verdict of the jury in that case was not unexpected by me, as 
being in accord with most cases of that kind in Virginia. The ruling 
of Judge Harrison upon the hypothetical question asked by Mr. 
Moore of the medical expert, and the instruction given by him with 



